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Illinois' ratepayers.

Q. THE ISSUE OF ULS RATE STRUCTIJRE IS BEING DETERMINED IN THE GENERIC

COST DOCKET. WHY DO YOU RAISE THE ISSUE HERE?

A. I raise the issue here because until and unless critical issues such as rate levels and rate

structure for unbundled local switching are finally determined, Amerltech Illinois can not be

said to have satisfied this item of the competitive checklist.

Q. DOES TInS CONCLUDE YOUR TESTIMONY?

A. Yes.
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AT&T Corporate Center
227 West Monroe
Chicago. IllinOIS 60606

January 10, 1997

Ms. Bonnie Hemphill
Account Director
Ameritech Infonnation Industry Services
350 North Orleans
Floor 3
Chicago, IL 60654

Via MESSENGER SERVICE

RE: AT&1"s Order for the Platform with OSIDA in Illinois and Michigan

Dear Ms. Hemphill:

Per my voice message, attached are AT&1"s order forms requesting the
Unbundled Network Element Platform with Operator Services and Directory Assistance
("Platform") in Illinois and Michigan. As you are aware given our previous
conversations. AT&T is seeking to initiate a "concept trial" of the Platform with OSIDA
to test all aspects of this option. The concept trial will insure that capability exists for
funher implementation testing prior to market introduction by AT&T ofPlatform based
services. AT&T understands based on our prior conversations that Ameritech has no
tariff in place. and that no interconnection agreements have been finalized. although we
expect a final agreement shortly. Moreover, no Ametitech ordering form for the Platform
with OSIDA has yet been adopted. AT&T would like to work cooperatively through this
initial ordering request to define the process and facilitate its timely implementation.
AT&T wants to work with Ameritech to migrate a select few Illinois and Michigan
Ameritech customers, as well as an AT&T resale local customer and add a new business
customer, to AT&:T by means ofthe Platform. This is in accordance with the agreement
we have from these individuals. AT&:T would like to move forward with this concept
trial immediately, and therefore places the attached orders today.

Please note that AT&:T is submitting two types oforder forms for this concept
trial which were prepared according to the guidelines included in AT&:1"s Specification
Binder. AT&T is submitting its own "footprint" order form because Ameritech's draft of
such order form is not designed to allow AT&:T to request the Platform with the



Shared/Common Transport.' In additio~ AT&T is submitting an end user customer
order form to provide Ameritech with additional information to help facilitate the
processing of its orders.

On related matters. AT&T is still anticipating information back from the
December 20, 1996 UNE-Platform meeting. Perhaps learnings associated with this
request can also be addressed in the context of future UNE-Platform meetings that Leslie
Rambeault is working with you to schedule.

If Ameritech needs any assistance in processing AT&T's request. including any
questions regarding insufficient informatio~ then please give me a call so that I may
involve our subject matter expertS to reach resolution. In addition, AT&T anticipates that
the Platform will be operational as indicated on the fonns by no later than January 24,
1997.2 Please forward this request to the appropriate work center for processing. Thank
you for your immediate attention. I look forward to working with you regarding AT&T's
future business needs.

Very truly yours.

~.~
Cc: Susan Bryant

Jane Medlin

I AT&T believes Ameriteeh's position with regard to the Shared/Common Transport
portion of the platform is inconsistent with state and federal unbundling requirements.
AT&T believes that we can purchase the Platform in this manner in accordance with the
AmeritechlAT&T IntereonnectionAgreement which will be effective very shortly.

2 In the event that Ameriteeh considers this concept trial to be interconnection pursuant to
Article ill of the AT&TIAmeriteeh Interconnection Agreement, then AT&T hereby
notifies Ameritech of its intent to interconnect. Furthermore, this is a concept trial which
is limited to the few customers listed on the order fonns. Therefore. no forecasts will be
provided.
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Footprint Order

Versio" 1.0

Unbundled Network Element (UNE)

Admin Section:
CCNA~ PON JlE?prrwll4Zrgli I I I I I VER~ UNSR NO~Vit61co/RECTYPW ACllf QTYda!1POLofI

Geographic Footprint Section (Designate by End Office, Rate Center, LATA, or State):
END OfFICECLLI:I III III IIII RateCcnterllllll1 I 1111l.ATAIIIIIIIIII II IISTATE~
END OFFICE Cl.LI: I I I I I I I I I I I Rale Center I I I I Iff I I I I 'LATA I I I I I I I I I I I I I ISTATE~
END OFFICE CLLI:I III III III f RaleCcnlerll II II I I f II LATA I " 1111 II I II IISTATEW
END OFFICE Cl.LI: J I I I I f I ·1 I I I bte Center I I I I I I I I I I LATA I I I I I I I I I I I I I ISTATE W
END OfFICE CLLI: , I I I I I I I I I bte Center I I I I I I I Iff LATA' , , I , I I I J' I J I ISTAYE W
ENDOFFICECLLI:f ~ II II f I f I RateCcntcrf I IIII fill LATAIII I If I I IISTATEW
END OFFICE CLLI: I , II , II fill RatcCcnlerJ I1II II IIII l.ATAIII I II I I ISTAYEW
END OFFICE CLLI: I '" I '" I I I I I I Ralc Cenler I I I I I I I I I l.ATA I I I I I I , I " ISTATEW
END OFFICE Cl.LI: I I I I I I I I I I I I I I Rile Cenler I I I I I f I I I LATAI I I I I I I I I I ISTATE W
END OFFICE CLLI: I I I I I I I I I I I I I I f Rile Cenler I I I I I I I I I I.ATAI I I I I I I I I I ISTATE W
END OFFICE CLLI: I f I I f I I I , , I I I I I I Rate Cenler I I I I I I I I I I I LATA I I I I I I I I I I , STATE W
ENDOFFICECLLI:flllllllllllllflRaleCcnlerl IIIIII IIII I l.ATAIII I II I IIII fSTATEW
ENDOFFICECl.LI:IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIRaleCenlerl "1111 IIII I LATA I I I I II I IIII ISTATEW

Common Element Section:
SWITCHING YIN MAlTACHED FORM kf
INTEROFFICE TRANSPORT YIN Itl AlTACHED FORM t1
SIGNALING AND DATABASES YIN MAlTACHED FORM M
OPERATOR SERVICES AND DA YIN I~ AlTACHED FORM f!t
OPERATIONS SYSTEMS VIN It! ATrACHED FORM 1!tf
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BElOit! THE

PUBlJC SERVICE COMMlSSlON OF WISCONSIN

Mtacn R.etdftl to SatiafacdoD of CWitjoM
Cor 01feriDa 1JIterLATA SImce
(W'lICODIiD Bell. 11M:. Wa Amtrir.teb WitcO"sjn

)
)
)

6720-n-120

. SEPARATE PEiiilON rOR IU1:BE4RING AND RECONSIDERAnON
af

MCl nLECOMMm'lICAnONS CORJtORAnON

MClT~ODI Corpcatioa M4Cn. b1i1s1lDda1iped &t'lDme)'S. bereby

sepumly petitiou tbe Public 5Inice CmmniMicm lit -..ma, ad tlCGDlidermiozl or.

paztioa of the Cammillioll's rusdizap ofr. CoadUDOIIS of Law ad. SecoM Order, d&tcci

May 30. 1997. in~ 612o.n·120 rSamd Ordcr"). 'I'biI petitia it ill -ddidCll !.D 1M

jolDt peliliOil for ftheeriq 1Dll1ICQU\6elakm sahzaitted by ATI£T, Ma _ CampTeL

SpecUIca11,., MO 1IpCMIl)' IeIks (i) reb.tq I:Dd recc=sidermOA 011 issues zeWiq to

AOarecuzri.DI cbarllli aDd ("u") c1ari:5c:aricm reJItiq to _ aUoc:ati= of ICOCII rev=acs in

COAjuuciaa wtdl .. laM of ua.buDdlM IlI1iipCrt

L A.MEIUTECJI'S PROPOSED NOH-RI'.C1JRlUK CBARGES SBOm.D BE
REJECTED PI'lGJJNG A Em..L JHVUDGA'DON or '!BE 'ONDEltLYING
COSTS.

hue4 011 .,. .no. """""dOll' ofAma'lIIdl'. COIl ...... _ III tDrtIIenure

suppcnd by COlt IDId5IIdIat are buI4 • Am"", 014 OSS IJItIIU - .,... t1IIt

6't~·d
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to~ for uw C:I11DDIS. a it p:cviously *"p'" that iDfJated NR.Cs wve III

=-eo=b1e bmie:r to Ccatra rralc.

Ifa IICW IIlU'IDt I)ftMdet .mce to a ..,.JCMI' via the us. of UDlNndlecl .loop lased

hID Azncitecb, that DCW cnm will iDcur • IeI"Vicc order cbIrp IDd • line co=ecti.OD

..(m adclidcm to otMr _ .. nWiq to Ill' coIlOCldcm 1bU~ req=- In

order to mach the uabUDdW loop 1D me DI:W ........DetWQIt). In W'1SOIISiD. me IUIII

of tis- MMc:e order mel the U. ClOIIDICIi. cbItp for. loop.. (no 11fte switch port)

would be 556.60 ($16.50 IeI'\'ica cbIIp per onSet pIas $40.10 lint conl*tion per loop).

OtmcNlly. 1M men ACllWCrk dernems till ,.." am:a lCU1lCl from Ameritaeh. the cote

aomcanmg dJarps !hat -.u1d be impaled.I In lit likelihood. the new cmram wU1 DOt

be able tD pas throqh tbae AOIInCUrIiI& cbIrps tD the =storDen misra=c from %LEC.

wlUdl c:unadly 0aa01l~ lOOt' ottba 1DIJbt..ia~ III die

I AddhI&. aat=dled JlDe lide IWitah pozt wauI4 reqairc 1Il1ddi1laDll 571.93 lzl
NRCI (517.64 pba SS4.~'7). AOt iDcblf'iq cb8rpI UIOci""d wtIh
• u-k-tide part nqaincJ 'b1 AIDIt1tIdL

2
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!ram d&e ..... mfrtpt MIl WoIe ..... IIIIrIId wm baft laid .... to Ieooap tbe

DOIII'II:UZriDc z-. impaled. 1lds will cfrel:dvely foreclose compedtiOil in me raidemil1

m&fbt 1ft W"JICODIiIL

a. AID......'. Propoaed NRCI we IaflaCid AbcM Cost.

On pile '6 or the 5ecOIIIll Order.. die CommitliOll properly recopizlld that "all

~I cbcla must bar & It N1&1foubip to tbIir UDderJyinc aostL" On

PIP 77 or. SecoM Order, the Commissicm coac1wk.d UIat haviq rniew8d AlDeritlld1's

~ it fOUDCl DO "sipifieat\tm~ bctwea Amcritech'. costs aDd Amedt8Ch's

1ba implk:aticm ill the SecoDd Order tba! Amcritl:ch'l cca diu bu been ",",ineeS is

CoO:1DI')' to fict. In au of the AIDerittcb .. besides W"iICOaUl - Olsie, Micbi,U3,

Indiaaa, mel Dlimil - the zquIatar)' mmmipj,. have cmblrbd OIl • .mollS

C!XJmtzm5oD of AJDtriIllCh'. COlt .. with pll'dciplliOIl by 111 iJItenstI4 pInicL W"1ICOASiD

baa cbIII fir fIiled 1D .... III ay IimiJIr~. IIm itin. ia -nmfMtiQll of

It. __ ooas 1'.5 =., ...'netic ofAmld_'. __ wID _

2. n. s.coad Older 1IpJlCCI 0Dly " bPI CIID'iDed 1be maqIA becwIc AlDeritaeh'.
lepadId C01II ad AmcritDch'. papolld --1lIOWriDI c:IIa1-.
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partioll of UDbuDcDecI loc:a1 IW1tcbJD& ...,em U) be bale! 011 abe u.. ooAlllCdoll tmdy

- darly 1bIl1s~ jUlti&cldoD tor 1biI NIC. Tbe N1tCI iIIIpoIed are DOt buecI OIl

.US)" _out ....mi"'fiO'! of calli.

In Idditioa. the fIau1 bail1JDCIcd7iq the 00It ItDditI Amlritldl JIll pc I Jnated

have cbaqed. Me)' qftb& NRCI at iaue are cli:Icdy related to AJDeriteeb·, OSS systems,

~ 1b1s CcmvNuloa is fdll)' ..-ze. Amcriteeb baa .. chaD" - and cmrinnes to

cbaDp - its ass IYIlCmS to~ with Soc:doD 271 JeqWxcmcats of the FecIerIl ACE.

To tbe alaIt IbaI AmcriIIch's OSS syMemI ave dIaqtd, .... ehanl" aN GOt

rc11ec1Cd in 1ba aoarecurriDI ...."- AmerbIc:h's NIlCI IN oYlDtatcd.

This problem wu~ ill raceat rar1=ony by~ QOIt witDaS

Palmer ill Illinois. 1ft that ae's COlt docbt. Mr. Pa!mcr 'NIl asbd aDem the !eIatioDship

hetMeA the OSS qstemJ aM tbI DODIeCtmiq cbIrps:

Q: Do )OU bow wW:u:r or _ MI. h1mIc, Iba pllDS at Ama:i.tech 10
implemem tht ED! huafIce fat orderina 1III&UDd1ed lGOpl is refle=d in _
cost I!Ud.y IUpPOftiDc the .mce =d.eriD& ....a _ you baWl pm8'tred. in
this FCIceediDI?

A: No. I thizIk it it pray dar 1bu the scMce orderfq ohIzps that I've offered
up ben reflect _ ASK ID1¥fw J . .

M wu IICIblisbld m.. OSI pmt:iaIl of tile Mazda 31 hIIrizIa, tbe ASa. pro II is

siptftAntly more mIAUIJ _ - El')l JlfG .. 'IlmI, per"CUl&OlMr~iac COle

........ 011 die ASJl pea: ..... tiD be s1pH1ca d:t iii.... tbIa ., cat ...

bIII4 GID tile~. EDt ,.JIftI~:_..

J ICC IAVlllipdoa .. tHwInl JooJcha COlt IIWtia ad.. of Ameai1lc::la IDlDoil
far IDtac caaecdaa. iIIftIIDit ..... tnDIpaft mI tlrmizlllioa of uamc:. Docket ""
041&'96-0559 CoDIo1ida1at, TnDKript May 13, 1"'. p••19.,

61/91'd
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. SiD:WadYt with 1M U.~ cbIrp. 1hc:ra is & sll"iftcat portkm or CCIIU

reIIDq to __ .......... M EDl-typeIft.- pt impll:a3rllfBd CUt zaoye

chuItIlboWcl be loww.

GiWQ &be sipUIe_ impIct of~ cbIrps GIl tbe drIelopmeIn of local

competi1ion. PYIIl tile I.ck ot til"iflClDt IIIIlysis of Amcdtlda'. cmtI in mil proceed'"I.

and IiWll the fAct 1hat Ameritecbt
• OSS 1YMDI!bat 11M U the bail for~

cost~ are c:baAaiq. cb& CO""'';.O'' IbouId reject Ameriteeht
• pcopoad llOUioc'oJZriq

dwps cd fDttiltr aD izlWlli_. _Ibe iauI imzDt(Uate1y.

D. THE COMMrSSION SBOtJLD a.AlUI'Y THA.T cues ARE J.Nm'LED
TO RETAIN ACCESS ltEVI:N1mS W'BEN USING UNBUNDLED COMMON
TRANSPORT.

Tben is. Imbipity iD daI Second 0JdIr with I'IIpCICt to tbe usa of

UAbUDdled =zuDOA tnAspon to~ ClliIiMlinc _ 1Cfmi"';"l Ia:eSS traffic. To remaiA

othcrwile exmsi"eQt with.the Onmnj,.'. 1DCl1ile FCC'. posUloA OD tba .. of

UIlbuDdJed DItWark e,1em.,. 1M o-mMioe sbou1cl c:1uif)' tbat __ CLSCI purcbue

unbuDdJed U'&IpOcC. whlIld= dI4IcaId • ClaIIIIDOIl~ ,., .. eIltIded to !be ICCIIS

NWIW8 allOClat8d wl1h 1be ,... II...

Aa • pnUm'.." mdIr, MCI 0rdII' JJ IbIoIuMly ooa-=t III

__ it nquin:s CLECltD purdIuI Nil C"'it mzdq IDd dedlcMed 1nmk porta ad dtat

Ameritecb amIC be ctirecrat fD Idle its tllLiapCilt of1CdIII.

5
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° Next, tbe SCll:OAd Order __ to NCO~ as 11 sbotzId to I.e cnnsicem witJl FCC

rules. tbaI ,...a.s of u!zldlcd DCtWOrk clemeatI ce ead1W to .. such e111D8atS to

.... acCleII~ II 5 JaalJ ntariDc m 1" c.FJl 11$1.30', '1.515 (.,c); FCC

ordc • peL 440, ., 6ef.. MancMr. as nomcl OIl pap 64 of the SICOA4 Order. t1MCeSS

revaua fot lIS)' Jiva partiOZl at& toll call shou1cl acetue to tbc pnwidcr or !bat poniOll of

tile 1CCeSI0snces."

M CXlmple is da pcovlrW ofTCG )XCWidiD& acass Mrlice to & amomer ·PIC'd."

to ATAT, UIIDa .. unlJundledlDop &ad UDHl4. swhchiDc parcbased trom Amtritlll:b.

(PIP '5) Tbe Second 0nIcr Dlcaly deIe:miDeI daIl ....~ of" unb=dled

loop aDd. local swicch1nl (evea 1boaP Alneritccb IduIJb' __.. swia ... ,. copper

wiN loop), TCa is cadtIed to • Il:CISS rlYIDUI ha ATIr.T UIOCillid wJ1Il 1M loop md

local switehiDl. However. with raped to the "U'Iupon" elematt of ICOCSS IeJYice, the

SecoDd Order is tomewbat 1_ ct.r. dnwiDa • dilti=UOA bawc= azaspon over 1b&

..~ &CCeSI aerwork" wrmt the "TCG ICCUI 1IItWOrk." The Cmnmiaioa should

elarify "t wb= TOO~ unblmd1ed 1rWpGlt from Ameritlcb,~ ded1ca1ed or

commoD, that this would l:ICIUd1aU W "TCG __ DJrWOrk, II dws emidina TeO to coUect

-=- revenue from AT«r. ID other words, tbI Cansmiw. sboW4 be CGDIiItmt in its

treatment of" .. of ubaDdled Detwork e1eaMaU acl CLECa IbaIaW '- pemUned to

nabs ...maulS ••ri." with 1be~ ..... of.... ft'C wba asiII

UD1NDdJacl Wend or com..~

My other coadaslaA II OOIlU'I&' 10 the FCC 1CIwme. IDd IIIOlecmr. waald

C\'iIcIrue my use of UDINadW~ iD W""""";, AJ III CIIIdrI1 omccs .... _



I • "III

a..EC doll DOt have aufficiellt volUme 110 Justify a cWica1lld ... JI8tWOrk. witboat the

.riPt to the ICCCSS~ tbI a..sc wiD_ .. able 10 terW ., custom., uar
uabuDdJed JOCI1 rwltehJaa. aaatnry to the purpoIIS of tbe 19M AIJ£ ad 1M pt&Viausl,.

CONCLtJSlON

For me foreaoial u as. Ma .apec:I1bIl)' ftlIq\IIIIIlbat 1bI Commissi= ncoDSicler

i~ dlciiioA OA AmcrlttlCh',~ charps &ad c:IIrify its positioa oc die .. or

UAbuDdled COmmoll tl'aDIpaIt fDr m:btnp access --. .

By:~~k:.
20S Nordl Mlchipzl Av=ue
Suhl3100
ChJcqo, It 60601
Ttl: (312) ~o-3310
Fax: (312) ..'7Q.492g
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Bruce C. Bennett
A~.~~i!l!~! V,c.e Pr","''''''''l
Gov.:;,r.mer't A!t!,r!;

June 20, 1997

VIA FACSIMILIE

Daniel.'. Kocher, Director
Planning and Implementation
Ameritech
350 North Orleans, 3'" Floor
Chicago, Illinois 60606

Dear Dan:

.:::::==.
- AT&T

SUl'le 1360
222 W Adom:; SI'WI
C"'(;'<lgo. IL 60606·501"
312 23~33'2

FAX 3'2 ~30-~a9

Attached for your review is the "Rough Justice" Factor methodology we discussed at our
m€cting of June 16, 1997. To insure we have a common understanding of the
methodolgy, we have included nwneric examples for each step of the process. Please
review the document and provide me your conunents as soon as possible.

Bruce Bennett

BB/ev

~..
~& ;:iloer.YCI~O PIiDe'



"Rough Justice" Factor Methodology

This paper describes a methodology for implementing an interim "roughjusticc" means
of measuring terminating usage which would enable CLECs to bill IXCs for tcnninating
access, ILECs to bill for tenninating unbundled local switching and both ILECs and
CLECs to bill for reciprocal compensation and local toll-access. Each subsequent process
described is dependent on an outcome created in the preceding. Therefore, to accomplish
all three objectives, the processes given below and the steps in each process must be
followed in order, beginning with the calculations for IXC terminating access.

Process 1: TermiDatingAccess (both interLATA aDd iDtraLATA toll)

Today, for each terminating toll caU, the ILEC switch records the originating IXC, the
terminating telephone number and the duration of the call. This would be sufficient
infonnation for CLECs using thc unbundled local switch to billlXCs for terminating
access if the data could be sorted and identified by terminating CLEC based OD line
numbers. However, until now, there was no need for the JLEC to generate bills to thc
IXCs bas~ on line numbers and thus capability docs not currently exist for the ILEC to
attribute the IXC usage to the proper CLEC based on thc terminating line nwnher. Until
thc ILEC develops the software necessary to properly attribute this usage, an interim
measure to estimate the CLEC terminating usage based on factors applied to the
originating IXC usage is reasonable.

Step 1 - The ILEC develops a tenninating to originating (T/O) ratio for each end office
(or LATA) based on the total IXC originating and tenninating access minutes billed in
the end officc (or LATA).

TIO = IXCAU. TMOUs/IXCI\U OMOUs

Step 2 • The ILEC also develops a percentage of tenninating IXC minUles of use for each
{XC.

% IXC:;.: TMOUs ... IXC,. TMOUsI IXCAU. TMOUs.

Step 3 - The ILEC measures originating usage for!!£h CLEC to all !XCs, and will apply
the TIO ratio developed in Step I to the total number oforiginating IXC minutes actually
generated by each CLEC's customers at the unbundled local switch to estimate the total
number of tenninating minutes attributable to~ CLEC's customers and for which the
CLEC is entitled to bill tenninating access.

CLEC X's lXCAU. TMOUs • CLEC X's IXCAU OMOUs • TIO

~. For each CLEC the ILEC would then assign its estimated IXC terminatin1t
minutes of use to thc intcrstate or intrastate jurisdiction using the existing percent
intentc"lte usaae (PIU) factors.

I
Prepuect for disc:assioa parposes
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CLEC X's IXC.M.l Interstate TMOUs ... CLEC X's IXCI\LL TMOUs • PIU
CLEC X's rxcALL Intrastate TMOUs - CLEC X's IXC"I.I. TMOUs· (I-PIU)

Step 5 - To determine how many tenninatins minutes came from each IXC by
jurisdiction for each CLEC. the ILEC would assign IXC terminating minutes 10 each
IXCs using the % IXCxTMOU factors developed in Step 2.

CLEC X's txC;ltllDremate TMOVs· CLEC X's IXCALL lllterstate TMOUs • 0/. rxCx TMOUs
CL.EC X'sIXC(X) lDnstate TMOUs· CLEC X's IXCALL Intrutase TMOUs· % lXCxTMOUs

Step 6: The interstate and intrastate tenninating minutes thus developed for each CLEC
for each IXC must be deducted fro~ the ILEC's interstate and intrastate tenninating
minutes for each IXC to prevent double billing ofaccess.

ILEC's IXC(:</ TMOUs - Total IXCoo TMOUs· All CLECs' IXCoo TMOUs

EXAMPLE:

Step 1: Assume that the T/0 factor is .98

Step 2: Assume that the % distribution of terminating MOUs by IXC is:

IXC 1=60%
IXC 2=25%
IXC 3 = 15%

Step 3: Asswne there are two CLECs. CLEC A has 1000 OMOUs and CLEC B has 2000
OMOUs:

CLEC A TMOUs = 1000·.98'" 980 TMOUs
CLEC B TMOUs - 2000· .98'" 1960 TMOUs

~: Assume that the existing PIU is 80%:

CLEC A's IXC"IL Interstate TMOUs =980 • .80· 784
CLEC A's IXC.w. Intrastate TMOUs - 980 • .20 - 196

CLEC B's IXC,t,U,lntersute TMOUs = 1960· .80 =1568
CLEC B's IXCA1l.lntrastate TMOUs - 1%0 • .20 =392

~ - Using the % IXCxTMOU factors nom Step 2:

CLEC A's IXC1 Interstate TMOUs - 784 • .60 - 470.4
CLEC A's IXC I Imraswe TMOUs - 196 • .60· 117.6

2
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CLEC A's IX~ Interstate rMOUs "" 784 • .25 - 196
CLEC A's IXC: Intrastate TMOUs - 196 • .25 = 49

CLEC A's IXC) Interstate1'MOUs ;;; 784 • .15 - 117.6
CLEC A's IXC3 1ntrastate TMOUs - 196· .15:::: 29.4

CLEC B's IXC, lnterswe TMOUs - 1568· .60 = 940.8
CLEe B's IXC, Intrastate TMOUs .. 392 • .60 = 235.2

CLEC B's !XC, Interstate TMOUs =1568 • .25 - 392
ClEC B's IXC2 Intrastate TMOUs - 392 • .25 = 98

CLEC B's lXC) Interstate TMOUs =1568 • .15:::: 235.2
CLEC B's !XC] Intrastate TMOUs = 392 • .15 - 58.8

Step 6: If the ILECs Total IXC TMOUs were 10.000 and !XCI hacl6000 TMOUs, JX~
had 2500 lMOUs and IXC) had 1500 TMOUs then:

ILEC's !XC. TMOUs • 6000 • 1800 = 4200
flEC's IXC~TMOUs = 2500 • 750,. 1150
ILEC's IXC, TMOUs· 1500 - 450 =1050

Process 2: Terminatiog Unbundled SwitcbingUsage

Currently the ILEC cannot record the tenninating non·lXC usage on its switches. They
can, however, record originating minutes. To enable the ILEC to bill the CLECs for
tenninating unbundled local switching the following method is proposed:

Step 1: From the CLEC's total originating minutes subtract the minutes that went to an
[XC.

CLEC X's Non-IXC OMOUs =CLEC X's Total OMOUs . CLEe X's !Xc OMOUs
Step 2: From the CLEC's non-lXC originating minutes remove the percentage of minutes
that were intraswitch. Intraswitch minutes should not be billed as terminating minutes.
The lLEC will develop the percentage of minutes originating in a switch that tenninate in
the same switch based on recorded data..

CLEe X's lnterswitch Non-IXC OMOUs - CLEC X's Non-IXC OMOUs • %Intraswitch

Step 3: For non~[XC calls, every recorded originated call js completed within the LATA
therefore every originating minute bas a corresponding terminating minute.

CLEC X's Interswitch Non-IXC TMOUs • CLEC X's Interswiteh Non-TXC OMOUs
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~: To obtain all the CLEC's terminatine minutes that used the unbundled local
switch, the IXC terminating minutes developed for the CLEC in Process I, Step 3, must
be added.

CLEC X's Inten;witch TMOUs • CL.EC X'I lntersWitch Non-IXC OMOUs + CLEC X'$ (IXC) TMOUs

EXAMPLE: Usiog CLEC A from the first example and assuming that CLEC A had a
total of ]0,000 originating minutes:

Step I:

CLEC A's Non-IXC OMOUs - 10,000 - 1,000 - 9,000

Step 2: Assume that the intraswitcb percentage is 40%

CLEC A's Interswiteh Non-IXC OMOUs =9,000· .40" 5,400

Step 3:

CLEC A's Interswitch Non-IXC TMOUs • 5,400

Step 4:

CLEC A's Interswitch TMOUs -5.400 + 980 .. 6,380

Terminating local toll access and reciprocal compensation

Until the industry evolves to the point that each CLEC is assigned a carrier identification
code and these codes are passed through the network and recorded at the terminating
s'witch (similar to how an IXC operates), local toll access and reciprocal compensation (if
bill and keep arrangements are not in place) wilJ have to be estimated based on factors.
The proposed methodology for accomplishing this interim measure is as follows:

Process 3 - For states which have implemeated z-Ple

In states which have implemented 2-PIC, CLECs who arc intraLATA toll providers will
be assigned a carrier identification code. When a CLEC customer makes a toll call, the
call will be routed to the CLEe's point ofpresence (POP). The access bill to this CLEC
will follow the steps described for Process 1 above. To the extent that the CLEC does not
have a POP, then the steps described below for non-2-PIC states will apply for those
CLECs.

.
A UNE platform CLEC will detennine terminating local toll access and reciprocal
compensation (if necessary) using the following steps:
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Step 1: A percent local usage (PLU) factor is applied to the non-IXC terminating
unbundled local switching minutes derived in Process 2, Step 3, above. This factor will
separate local to)) usage from local usage. The PLU factor may be detennmed at the end
office or at the LATA level.

A. CLEC X's Local Toll TMOUs '10: CLEC X's Interswitch Non·IXC TMOUs • (I-PLU)
B. CLEC X's Local TMOUs = CLEC X's Interswitch Non-IXC TMOUs • PLU

Step 2: Under the assumption that, in a 2-PIC state, all originating calls from CLECs will
go to the CLEC's POP, and all terminating calls except those originated by the ILEC,
will come from the POP, the tenninating local toll minutes derived by applying the PLU
factor in Step 1-will be billed by the CLEC to the ILEC for local toll access.

EXAMPLE: Using CLEC A's results from Process 2, Step 3

Step 1A: Assume that the PLU is 8oo!o

CLEC A's Local Toll TMOUs ... 5,400 • .20 =1,080

Step 1B: If reciprocal compensation must be billed (no bill and keep arrangements)
CLEC A is entitled to reciprocal compensation for:

CLEC A's Local TMOUs "" 5,400 • .8 = 4,320 minutes

The steps outlined below for non-2-PIC states will be used to detennine how LCEC A
would allocate those 4,320 minutes among all of the LECs (lLECs and CLECs) operating
in the LATA.

Process 4 - For states that have Dot implemented 2-PIC arrangements

When local and local toll calls to and from a CLEC use the ILEC's network, the following
process will be employed to detennine the appropriate local toll access and reciprocal
compensation:

Step I: A percent local usage (PLU) factor is applied to the non-lXC tenninating
unbundled local switching minutes derived in Process 2. Step 3, above. This factor will
separate local toll usage from local usage. The PLU factor may be detennined at the end
office or at the LATA level.

A. CLEe X's Local Toll TMOUs =CLEC X's Interswitch Non-lXC TMOU~· (l-PLU)
B. CLEC XIS Local TMOUs = CLEe X's lnterswitc.h Non-IXC TMOUs • PLU

Step 2: To the results of Step 1A, each CLEC will apply a second set of factors based on
the percent of lines (or minutes) attributable to each ILEC and CLEe operating in the
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LATA to determine how those minutes are to be allocated among the ILECs and CLECs
for access billing purposes.

ILEC A. Factor - ILEC A Linesrrotal Lines
CLEe A Factor = CLEC A LinesITotal Lines
CLEC B Factor;;: CLEC B LinesfTotal Lines
CLEC C Factor'" CLEC C Linesl Total Lines

ILEC A Local Toll TMOUs Billed by CLEC A - ClEC A's Local Toll TMOUs • IL£C A Factor
elEC B local Toll TMOUs Billed by Cl.EC A =CLEC A's Local Toll TMOUs • CLEC B Factor
eLEC C Loc.al Toll TMOUs Billed by CLEC A = CLEC A's Local Toll TMOUs • Cl.EC C FacTor

Step 3: To the extent that there are no bill and keep arrangements in place, the Local
TMOUs determined in Step IB are the qualifying local minutes for reciprocal
compensation purposes. Those local minutes will be allocated to the ILEC and to other
CLECs for the billing of reciprocal compensation using the same factors as outlined in
Step 2. .

Step 4: As in Process I, Step 6, the ILEC must deduct the tenninating minutes thus
developed for each CLEC from the ILEC's local toll terminating minutes to prevent
double billing of access.

ILEC's Local Toll TMOUs =Total Local Toll TMODs • All CLECs' Local Toll TMODs

EXAMPLE: If CLEC A has 5,400 non·IXC TMOUs from Process 2, Step 3

Step 1A: Assume a PLU factor of 80%

CLEC A's Local Toll TMODs =5,400" .20 = 1,080

Step 1B: If reciprocal compensation must be billed (no bill and keep arrangements)
CLEC A is entitled to reciprocal compensation for:

CLEC A's Local TMOUs = 5,400 * .8'" 4,320 minutes.

Step 2: Asswne that there is one ILEe and 3 CLECs operating in the LATA and the
distribution is as follows:

ILEC =90010
CLEC A= 5%
CLECB=3%
CLEC C=2%
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For access billing. from Step 1A. CLEC A has 1,080 minutes which will be distribuu:d as
follows:

ILEe ....90·1080'" 972
CLEC A = .05"'1080 =54 (assuming that CLEC A would bill itself for access)
CLEC B =.03*1080 =32.4
CLEC C = ,02-1080 =21.6

~: If reciprocal compensation is bil1ed~ then CLEC A will use the minutes derived in
Step 1B and ~locate them using tbe factors from Step 2.

ILEC =.90"'4320 =3888
CLEC A =.05"'4320 =216 (CLEC A will probably not bill itself)
CLEC B :;; .03·4320'" 129.6
CLEC C = .02"'4320 =86.4
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AT&TIAmeritech
Phase 1 Read Out • July 1, 1997

• Receipt and tracking of 997, 855, & 865's was inconclusive for Round A
• Receipt of 997, 855, & 865's was as expected for Round B.

• 548 of 580 individual calls in Round A were successful
• Failures consisted of 23 LCC errors, 4 LIDB problems, and 5 were retest of

previous failures
• 181 of 184 individual calls in Round B were successful

• 11 of the 19 lincs testcd in Round A \vere completely successful; 7 lines were partially
successful

• 18 of the 20 lines tested in Round Bwere completelY,successful; 2 lines were partially
successful

• 2 of 8 LCC's in Round A were cOlnpletely successful; 6 were partially successful
• 7 of 8 LCC's in Round B were completely successful; I, was partially successful



AT&TIAmeritech
Phase' 1 Read Out - July 1, 1997

• Complete successes in 4 of the 10 categories of call types in Round A; partial
successes in 6 categories

• Complete successes in 9 of the 10 categories of call types in Round B; partial
successes in 1 category

• Lines 5, 9, 10, 12, J3, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20 tested successfully in Round A

• Lines 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,9,10,12,13, J4, 15,16,17,18, 19, and 20 tested successfully
in Round B

• It ,,'as known at Trial slarl lhal lhe 900 translation for Directory Assistance requested
by AT&T would not work as requested.


